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vincing by a number of authorities, because there was no easy criterion by which tuberculous lesions could be recognised. Nocard says that experiments in which precautions are not taken to avoid the contamination to which I have just alluded are not good experiments. This is perfectly true when one wishes to discover how infection is brought about; but, this being settled, it is still more important to know how the flesh of tuberculous animals, dressed in the usual way, will affect those who partake of it. Arloing has just set aside Nocard's criticism, and maintained that it'is impossible to pass over experiments proving the infectiousness of meat obtained without special antiseptic precautions.
It seems to me that whenever it has been proved that in the midst of a piece of meat'there'was a tuberculous gland, this piece of meat, and the whole carcase from which it has been taken, should be condemned. Not only when the meat looks unsound, but also when it seems in good condition.
Some might feel inclined to think that there is no reason for troubling much about the question, because, after all, tuberculosis of cattle is not frequent enough to cause serious danger. It has been found, however, that tuberculosis is far moie frequent in the bovia! than was suspected before tuberculin was used for diagnostic purposes.
Nocard [The report of the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis not being available yet to the public, I regret not to be able to take advantage of it in support of my contention, but it may be said in a general way to establish the views here advanced.
